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INTRODUCTION 

A  variety  of  activities  is  tmdertaken  each  summer  in  Boston  by  public 
and  voluntary  agencies o  Included  are  organized  resident  and  day  camp  pro- 
grams^  recreational  programs  for  children  and  adolescent  youthj  employment 
programs  and  cultural  activities »  In  addition^  thousands  of  persons  utilize 
the  public  pools 5  playgrounds  and  parks  for  recreational  activities  of  an 
unstructured  natui°eo 

In  recent  years ^  there  has  been  a  significant  increase  in  public  and 
voluntary  funds  to  support  summer  activities o 

A  broad  approach  was  made  possible  by  the  Economic  Opportunity  Act  of 
I96I4.,  Considerable  planning  was  xmdertaken  by  state  and  municipal  agencies 
and  also  direct  service  agencies  to  provide  programs  more  relevant  to  the 
needs  of  people  in  various  localities o  These  efforts  have  been  partly  in 
response  to  periodic  unrest,  particularly  during  the  summer  months,  but  are 
also  indicative  of  a  conviction  that  meaningful  services  for  youth  which 
contribute  to  individual  and  community  growth  are  of  vital  importance. 

Recent  changes  in  federal  priorities  have  seriously  reduced  federal 
financing  for  these  programs  and  have  placed  an  additional  burden  upon 
local  public  agencies,  private  agencies  and  upon  private  funds  to  respond 
to  basic  commujiity  needs  o 

The  Summer  Activities  '70  Committee,  representing  most  of  the  largest 
agencies  providing  services  to  youth  during  the  summer  months,  was  organized 
to  help  improve  summer  services  to  youth  in  the  city  of  Boston, 
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The  Committee  hopes  to  achieve  better  coordination  and  to  improve 

stanmer  services  in  the  following  ways  s 

.  By  conducting  surveys  which  will  provide  an  inventory  of 
current  summer  activities  in  Boston  and  a  description  of 
the  population  utilizing  the  services. 

«  By  selecting  one  or  two  neighborhoods  in  Boston  from 
among  those  low  in  resources  for  priority  attention  for 
the  summer  of  1970.  (Additional  neighborhoods  through- 
out metropolitan  Boston  -t-jill  be  offered  program  help  in 
future  summers  as  resources  permit.) 

«  By  working  closely  with  persons  from  the  selected  neigh- 
borhoods including  the  youth  who  will  participate  in  the 
programs  to  determine  the  kinds  of  summer  programs  they 
feel  they  most  need, 

.  By  trying  to  provide  needed  programs  in  selected  neigh- 
borhoods either  directly  or  through  coordination  with 
other  agencies  and  funding  sources. 

This  survey  provides  baseline  information  for  the  Committee  on  the 
following  progrscn  resources  t  recreation,  residential  and  day  caniping, 
employment,  cultural  activities  and  compensatory  education. 

Neighborhood  need  must  be  considered  in  conjunction  with  the  resources 
to  determine  local  priorities.  Estimate  of  need  should  be  determined  by 
individuals  familiar  with  local  conditions. 

The  following  general  information  is  available  about  each  of  the 
programs  listed  above  for  each  of  1^  neighborhoods  in  Boston: 
/       .  The  number  of  programs  in  each  neighborhood. 

.  The  n\imber  of  people  under  20  for  each  program. 

.  The  age  range  of  persons  served  by  each  type  of  program. 

.  The  approximate  number  of  persons  served  by  each  type  of  program. 

.  The  approximate  proportion  of  Blacks,  Whites,  Puerto  Ricans,  other 
ethnic  groups,  and  handicapped  who  are  not  receiving  services  in 
each  type  of  program. 

.  The  duration  of  each  type  of  program. 
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Because  of  the  small  niimber  of  neighborhood  improvement  programs  reported, 
this  program  category,  although  included  in  the  original  survey,  was  dropped 
from  the  final  report. 

In  addition  to  helping  the  Committee  establish  initial  priorities,  this 
information  may  be  useful  to  local  agencies  in  their  program  planning  and 
should  help  municipal  and  state  agencies  in  setting  up  immediate  and  long- 
range  programing  priorities.  This  data  may  also  be  useful  to  foundations 
and  to  other  potential  funding  sources  as  an  indication  of  those  areas  in 
Boston  which  have  relatively  few  programs. 
Data  Collection 

A  rough  draft  of  a  questionnaire  was  developed  based  on  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  members  of  the  Summer  Activities  '70  Committee.  It 
incorporated  what  they  felt  were  the  most  important  issues  which  could  be 
dealt  with  in  a  study  under  the  constraints  of  limited  time  and  funds,  A 
second  meeting  was  held,  at  which  the  preliminary  draft  of  the  questionnaire 
was  reviewed  by  the  Coiranittee  and  agency  members  who  were  asked  to  judge 
whether  or  not  the  questions  could  be  readily  answered  as  posed. 

Six  ties  staff  people,  each  responsible  for  about  five  agencies,  were 
asked  to  function  as  interviewers  and  contacts  with  the  agencies.  Two 
training  sessions  were  held,  attended  by  both  UCS  staff  and  staff  from 
psirticipating  agencies,  at  Trdiich  the  revised  questionnaire  was  presented 
and  any  potential  problems  discussed.  Staff  of  the  agencies  then  completed 
the  foitns,  with  the  assistance  of  their  UCS  contact  person  when  needed. 
The  resulting  data  were  coded  and  punched,  and  preliminary  computer  tables 
were  run. 
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Programs  reported  by  some  agencies  were  collapsed  Into  larger 
categories  (i«e.  three  separate  swimming  programs  were  reported  as  one)j 
but,  the  appropriate  information  about  age  groups,  neighborhoods,  etc., 
was  tabulated  as  reported.  Tables  are  numbered  consecutively  within 
each  section. 

This  survey  should  be  viewed  as  part  of  a  pilot  project.  The  data 
which  has  been  collected  is  of  a  general  nature,  useful  in  identifying 
local  areas  which  have  few  summer  programs  for  youth. 

Although  the  Committee  is  presently  dealing  with  summer  programs 
in  Boston,  at  a  future  time  consideration  may  be  given  to  communities 
in  the  larger  metropolitan  area. 


Section  I  -  Geographical  Distribution  of  Services 

Agencies  filled  out  one  form  for  each  program,  and  were  asked 
to  indicate  each  neighborhood  from  which  people  came  who  attended 
the  program.  This  section  shows,  on  Boston  neighborhood  maps,  the 
number  of  programs  which  served  people  in  each  neighborhood  of  Boston, 
and  relates  the  number  of  programs  of  each  type  to  the  number  of  people 
in  each  neighborhood  under  the  age  of  20  (196^  State  Censes).   By  dividing 
the  number  of  programs  serving  people  in  a  neighborhood  into  the  number  of 
people  in  that  neighborhood  under  the  age  of  20,  it  is  possible  to  show  a 
ratio  of  programs  to  people.  For  example,  the  first  map  shows  that  there 
are  10  recreation  programs  in  the  Allston-Brighton  area,  which  is  a  ratio 
of  one  program  for  every  1,U28  people  under  20,  This  can  be  contrasted 
with  the  ratio  for  the  Back  Bay,  which  also  had  10  programs  listed,  but 
in  view  of  its  smaller  population  had  a  ratio  of  one  program  for  every 
300  people.  Population  under  20  for  each  neighborhood  is  listed  in  the 
summary  table  following  the  maps,  as  are  the  ratios  of  programs  to  people 
for  each  type  of  program  in  each  neighborhood.  Since  the  number  of  com- 
pensatory education  and  employment  programs  is  small,  the  two  types  are 
combined  in  the  summary  tables  and  ratios  are  not  computed  since  they 
would  reflect  only  the  population  rather  than  a  true  ratio. 


Agencies  were  asked  to  categorize  their  programs  as  follows :  recreation, 
camping,  cultural  activities,  neighborhood  improvement,  compensatory 
education,  or  employment.  Recreation  included  all  sports,  and  social 
groups,  camping  included  both  residential  and  day  camping,  and  cultural 
activities  Included  trips  to  museums,  theater,  art,  heritage,  etc.  Combi- 
nation programs  were  listed  in  a  special  category  if  they  could  not  be 
classified  into  one  of  the  six  listed  above,  and  usually  included  compo- 
nents of  both  recreation  and  cultural  programs. 
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TABLE  1 


Suiranary  Table  of  Population  and  Program  Ratios  For  Each  Neighborhood 


Neighborhood 

1965  pop. 
under  20 

Recreation 

Camping 

Cultural 

Education, 
Employment 

TOTAL 

Alls  ton-Brighton 

1U,278 

1,U28 

1,586 

3,569 

U,759 

U76 

Back  Bay 

3,007 

300 

376 

752 

3,007 

107 

Ciharlestowi 

6,655 

739 

832 

2,218 

6,655 

289 

N,  Dorchester 

l;l,06l 

1,579 

2,053 

5,866 

U,106 

562 

S,  Dorchester 

26,251 

1,750 

2,019 

ii,375 

8,750 

597 

East  Boston 

11,906 

916 

1,981; 

2,381 

5,953 

397 

Hyde  Park 

lU,li5ii 

l,6o6 

1,606 

ii,8l8 

■ih.hSh 

602 

Jamaica  Plain 

11,380 

569 

711 

1,U22 

1,626 

200 

North  End 

3,061 

255 

278 

1,020 

3,061 

99 

Roslindale 

13,777 

1,531 

1,531 

3,1M 

13,777 

510 

Roxbury 

2U,U91 

875 

1,531 

l,7li9 

2,0itl 

285 

South  End 

5,06U 

253 

390 

it22 

506 

7h 

South  Boston 

lii,683 

815 

1,335 

2,937 

3,671 

3)4l 

West  End 

853  • 

77 

170 

28U 

853 

37 

Vfest  Roxbury 

11,127 

1,391 

1,113 

2,782 

11,127 

U28 

Summary  of  Section  I  -  Geographical  Distribution  of  Services 

The  data  in  this  section  show  the  ratio  of  the  number  of  programs 
of  each  type  in  each  neighborhood  to  the  population  under  age  20.  Several 
interesting  concepts  emerge  from  this  kind  of  analysis?  (l)  The  actual 
number  of  programs  in  a  neighborhood  does  not  adequately  reflect  the  rate  of 
service  to  people  in  that  neighborhood  unless  related  to  the  number  of  people 
living  in  the  neighborhood  (2)  Different  neighborhoods  have  different  ratios 
of  population  to  programs  for  different  types  of  programs.  One  neighborhood 
may  have  recreation  pro grams ,  but  lack  employment  programs,  while  the  opposite 
may  be  true  for  another  area  (3)  Some  neighborhoods  are  receiving  more  service 
in  terms  of  the  ratio  of  programs  to  population  than  other  neighborhoods. 

The  following  chart  ranks  the  programs  of  each  neighborhood  in  relation 
to  each  other.  Allston-Brightonj  for  example,  ranks  "11"  in  recreation 
programs;  this  means  that  10  neighborhoods  have  a  better  program/people 
ratio,  while  four  neighborhoods  have  a  lower  ratio.  "1"  is  the  highest 
rank,  and  "1^"  is  the  lowest.  Although  the  use  of  the  data  must  obviously 
be  based  on  knowledge  of  neighborhood  characteristics  and  need,  the  chart 
can  indicate  some  of  the  areas  which  have  fewer  programs.  North  and  South 
Dorchester,  for  example,  have  very  low  ratios  in  every  category  except  employ- 
ment, with  Hyde  Park  having  a  low  rating  in  all  types  of  programs  but  camping. 
The  West  End  and  the  Back  Bay,  on  the  other  hand,  appear  to  have  the  highest 
ratios,  along  with  the  North  End.  The  information  in  this  section  will  be 
most  useful  if  combined  with  the  information  in  Section  III  which  shows  de- 
tailed information  about  existing  programs  for  each  neighborhood. 
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Rank  Order  of  Available  Programs  By  Type  and  Neighborhood 

Neighborhood  Type  of  Program 

Cultural 
12 
3 
7 

1^ 

13 

8 

Ih 

k 
11 
6 
2 
10 
1 
9 


Recreation 

Camping 

Allston-iBrlghton 

n 

11 

Back  Bay 

h 

3 

Charles town 

7 

6 

N.  Dorchester 

13 

15 

S.  Dorchester 

15 

Hi 

East  Boston 

9 

13 

Hyde  Park 

Ih 

12 

Jamaica  Plain 

5 

5 

North  End 

3 

2 

Roslindale 

•  12 

10 

Roxbxiry 

9 

9 

South  End 

2 

U 

South  Boston 

8 

8 

West  End 

1 

1 

West  Roxbury 

10 

7 

Einployiiient 
Education 

TOTAL 

9 

11 

5 

5 

n 

7 

8 

13 

12 

lit 

10 

9 

15 

15 

.  3 

6 

6 

3 

lU 

12 

1; 

U 

1 

2 

7 

8 

2 

1 

13 

10 
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Section  II-  General  Information  for  Boston 

The  four  tables  in  this  section  show  the  ages  of  groups  served, 
duration  of  programs,  proportions  of  different  ethnic  and  other  groups  and 
number  of  persons  served  for  each  type  of  program  in  the  city  as  a  whole, 
Infoimation  for  each  neighborhood  can  be  found  in  Section  III,  The  tables 
include  only  the  number  of  programs  in  each  category.  Percentages  were  not 
conputed  because  the  numbers  were  too  small.  Although  the  table  categories 
include  apparently  overlapping  groups  such  as  5-7  and  5-12,  the  age  categories 
do  not  overlap.  They  reflect  the  categories  reported,  A  program  shown  as 
serving  ages  5  to  12  is  not  counted  under  the  range  5-7>  for  example,  but 
only  under  5  to  12, 

The  last  table  in  the  section  shows  data  from  the  five  questions 
about  proportion  of  ethnic  and  handicapped  groups  served.  The  numbers  do 
not  represent  actual  number  of  people  served,  but  number  of  programs  report- 
ing no  service  to  the  various  groups.  Percentages  are  conputed  for  each 
type  of  program. 
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TABLE  1 


AGES  OF  CHILDREN  SERVED  FOR  EACH  TYPE  OF  PROGRAM 


Age 

Recrea- 

Employ- 

Range 

tion 

Camping 

Cultural 

Comp , Ed , 

ment 

Combo 

Other 

TOTAL 

Presch. 

2 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

5 

5-7 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

5-12 

10 

22 

4 

3 

0 

0 

3 

44 

8-12 

5 

11 

1 

2 

0 

2 

0 

21 

8-17 

25 

7 

9 

2 

0 

11 

1 

55 

13-17 

13 

2 

4 

1 

12 

3 

1 

36 

17  up 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

Other 

19 

2 

12 

2 

7 

8 

1 

51 

TOTAL 

76 

44 

32 

11 

21 

24 

7 

215 

TABLE  2 

DURATION  OF  EACH  TYPE  OF  PROGRAM 


Recrea- 

Employ- 

Duration 

tion 

Camping 

Cultural 

Comp  o  Ed . 

ment 

Comb. 

Other 

TOTAL 

One-time 

4 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

4  wk.less 

0 

3 

1 

0 

1 

1 

1 

7 

5-6  wks. 

4 

3 

0 

1 

1 

0 

3 

12 

7-8  wks. 

32 

30 

14 

6 

13 

12 

1 

108 

9-10  wks. 

18 

6 

6 

0 

1 

3 

0 

34 

11-12  wks. 

3 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

6 

More  than 

12 

7 

0 

3 

0 

1 

3 

0 

14 

All  Year 

7 

1 

5 

3 

3 

3 

2 

24 

NA 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

1 

0 

5 

TOTAL 

76 

44 

32 

11 

21 

24 

7 

215 
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TABLE  3 


NUMBERS  SERVED  IN  EACH  TYPE  OF  PROGRAM 


F 
Number    t 

:ecrea- 
ion 

4 

Camping 
2 

Cultural 
3 

Comp . Ed . 
2 

Employ- 
ment 

6 

Comb. 
1 

Other 
3 

TOTAL 

25  or  less 

21 

26  to  49 

3 

1 

5 

0 

1 

2 

0 

12 

50  to  99 

5 

9 

1 

4 

6 

3 

2 

30 

100  to  199 

12 

7 

5 

2 

5 

3 

0 

34 

200  to  299 

8 

6 

1 

0 

0 

3 

0 

18 

300  to  499 

4 

9 

4 

1 

0 

1 

0 

19 

500  to  999 

10 

4 

2 

1 

0 

4 

0 

21 

1000  or 
more 

28 

3 

11 

1 

1 

4 

1 

49 

NA 

2 

3 

0 

0 

2 

3 

1 

11 

TOTAL 

76 

44 

32 

11 

21 

24 

7 

215 

TABLE  4 

NUMBERS  OF  EACH  TYPE  OF  PROGRAM  SERVING  NO  MEMBERS  OF  SELECTED  GROUPS 


Number 
Seirving 

Recrea- 
tion 

Camping 

Cultural 

Comp •  Ed • 

Employ- 
ment 

Comb. 

TOTAL 

No  whites 

7 

(97.) 

2  (57o) 

3 

(97,) 

2  (187,) 

2 

(107,) 

3 

(137,) 

21  (107,) 

No  blacks 

14 

(187o) 

8  (187o) 

5 

(167,) 

3  (277,) 

3 

(147.) 

2 

(87.) 

36  (177,) 

No  Puerto 
Ricans 

41 

(547») 

21  (487o) 

11 

(347,) 

2  (187,) 

8 

(387,) 

7 

(297.) 

93  (437,) 

No  other 
groups 

58 

(767,) 

30  (687„) 

20 

(637,) 

8  (737,) 

15 

(717,) 

12 

(507,) 

147  (687,) 

No  handi- 
capped 

68 

(89%) 

33  (757o) 

27 

(847,) 

9  (827,) 

17 

(817,) 

17 

(717,) 

178  (837,) 

TOTAL 

76 

44 

32 

11 

21 

24 

215 
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As  can  be  seen  in  Table  1,  the  age  ranges  served  by  various 
programs  cannot  be  easily  classified.   It  appears  that  a  number  of 
programs  are  being  organized  to  include  a  wider  range  of  ages,  such  as 
5-12  or  8-17.   Programs  classified  as  serving  "other"  age  ranges 
usually  served  some  adults  as  well  as  youth,  or  served  entire  families. 
Few  programs  of  any  type  were  reported  for  children  younger  than  8  years 
while  a  relatively  large  number  of  programs  were  for  teens  from  8  to  17 
years  of  age. 

Table  2  indicates  that  most  summer  programs  last  about  8  weeks, 
with  9  to  10  weeks  next  in  frequency.   There  do  not  seem  to  be  any 
important  differences  among  types  of  programs  in  relation  to  duration. 

Table  3  shows  a  correlation  between  type  of  program  and  number 
of  participants.   Recreation  and  cultural  programs  tend  to  serve  many 
people,  while  education,  camping  and  employment  programs  tend  to 
concentrate  services  more  intensively  on  fewer  people.  The  majority  of 
recreation  programs  serve  more  than  500  people,  and  many,  such  as 
Summerthing  or  MDC  serve  several  thousand.   The  number  of  people  served 
as  indicated  by  the  data  does  not  represent  any  actual  number,  since, 
especially  for  the  larger  programs,  it  is  not  possible  to  tell  how  many 
people  participate  in  a  program  regularly  and  how  many  people  participate 
only  once  or  twice.   Programs  categorized  as  serving  more  than  1,000 
served,  in  most  cases,  several  thousand,  and  agencies  were  not  able  to 
give  specific  numbers.   Playgrounds,  for  example,  have  no  way  to  estimate 
rate  of  use,  and  can  only  say  "several  thousand"  when  asked  how  many  are 
served . 

While  the  overwhelming  majority  serve  no  handicapped  it  is 
obvious  that  almost  all  programs  serve  some  whites.   Some  programs  serve 
no  blacks,  about  half  serve  no  Puerto  Ricans,  and  about  three  quarters 
serve  no  other  ethnic  groups  such  as  Chinese,  or  Greek. 
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Summary  of  Section  II  -  General  Information  for  Boston 
Recreation  programs 

More  than  half  of  the  recreation  programs  serve  a  wide  range 
of  age  groups.   One-third  serve  children  ranging  in  age  from  8  to  17, 
while  another  large  proportion  serve  children  from  5  to  12 „   The  only 
limited  age  group  which  had  a  large  number  of  programs  was  the  teen 
range,  from  13  to  17=   Half  of  the  programs  in  this  category  are 
planned  to  last  7  to  8  weeks;  a  third  for  9  to  10  weeksj  another  third 
last  12  weeks  or  all  year.  More  than  half  of  the  recreation  programs 
serve  500  people  or  more;  more  than  a  third  serve  1,000  or  more.   One 
fifth  served  less  than  100.   Recreation  programs  were  similar  to  other 
types  of  programs  in  the  proportions  of  ethnic  groups  served. 
Camping  programs 

Camping  programs  fell  more  readily  into  age  categories  than 
did  recreation  programs.  Half  were  geared  toward  the  5  to  12  age  range, 
while  another  third  were  for  children  from  8  to  12.  Only  two  camping 
programs  were  specifically  for  teens,  one  a  caddy  camp  and  the  other  a 
one-week  program  at  Fort  Devens .   The  majority  of  camping  programs 
fell  into  the  7  to  8  week  period,  but  this  reflects  the  number  of  weeks 
the  camp  is  open  rather  than  the  amount  of  time  each  camper  spends  at 
camp.   Camping  programs  were  difficult  to  classify  in  terms  of  the 
number  of  children  served,  since  some  figures  represent  the  number  of 
children  who  attend  camp  during  a  summer,  and  others  represent  the 
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number  attending  each  session.   Also,  a  significant  number  of  children 
of  all  ages  were  referred  to  camps  by  agencies  which  do  not  have  their 
own  facilities  and  many  fees  were  subsidized.  Most,  however,  show  the 
number  of  children  attending  during  the  season  as  a  whole.   In  these 
terms,  camping  programs  had  the  widest  range  of  number  served,  with 
programs  such  as  a  caddy  camp  serving  25  or  less  over  the  entire  summer 
and  programs  such  as  a  family  camp  serving  more  than  1,000.   The  racial 
distribution  of  children  attending  camping  programs  is  very  similar  to 
those  attending  recreation  programs,  with  generally  fewer  persons  from 
minority  groups. 
Cultural  programs 

Like  recreation  programs,  cultural  programs  tended  to  serve  a 
wide  age  range.   One  third  served  the  8  to  17  range,  with  the  majority 
of  the  rest  serving  teens  and  the  5  to  12  range.  About  half  of  the 
programs  are  scheduled  for  7  to  8  weeks,  with  the  most  of  the  remaining 
programs  lasting  longer  than  8  weeks.   One  third  of  the  cultural  programs 
serve  1,000  or  more  people;  another  third  serve  200  or  fewer.  Again  the 
racial  distribution  is  similar  to  the  other  types  of  programs,  serving  a 
few  more  Puerto  Rlcans  and  a  few  more  other  ethnic  groups. 
Compensatory  education 

These  programs  serve  people  in  all  age  ranges,  with  none 
standing  out  except  the  absence  of  programs  for  teens.  Like  other  types 
of  programs,  these  are  generally  scheduled  for  7  to  8  weeks.  About  half 
serve  100  people  or  less.   Compensatory  education  programs  were  reported 
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as  serving  proportionally  more  Puerto  Ricans  than  other  types  of 
programs,  but  were  otherwise  similar  to  other  programs  in  racial 
distribution. 
Employment  programs 

More  than  one  half  of  the  employment  programs  were 
specifically  for  teens  in  the  13  to  17  range.  Most  of  the  rest  of 
these  programs  fell  into  the  "other"  category  of  age  ranges,  which 
meant  that  they  were  open  to  adults  as  well  as  to  youth.  Most 
lasted  7  to  8  weeks;  a  few  were  year-round  programs.  Almost  all  the 
employment  programs  served  200  or  fewer  people.  Racial  distribution 
was  about  the  same  as  other  programs,  serving  fewer  Puerto  Ricans 
and  other  ethnic  groups. 
Combination  programs 

Most  of  the  programs  in  this  category  had  components  of  both 
recreation  and  cultural  programs,  and  served  a  wide  range  of  ages 
8  to  17,  and  "other",  which  in  this  context  refers  to  programs  planned 
for  families,  or  to  include  young  people  up  to  30.  Most  last  7  to  8 
weeks  or  longer.  The  capacity  of  combination  programs  is  varied,  with 
no  one  category  predominating.  Fewer  of  these  programs  were  classified 
as  serving  no  members  of  special  groups  than  any  other  type  of  program. 
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Section  III  -  Data  for  Each  Neighborhood 

This  section  contains  ten  tables  which  show  the  number  of 
programs  of  each  type,  the  number  seirved,  age  range  and  sex  of 
participants,  and  proportions  of  various  groups  who  participate  in 
programs  in  each  neighborhood.  These  detailed  figures  for  the 
neighborhoods  in  Boston  should  be  useful  to  locally-based  agencies, 
and  can  be  used  in  conjunction  with  the  information  about  the  ratio 
of  programs  to  population  presented  in  Section  I. 

Figures  for  Columbia  Point,  Mattapan,  Parker  Hill -Fenway, 
and  South  Cove  are  included  because  several  agencies  mentioned  them 
specifically.  However,  information  about  these  neighborhoods  was 
not  requested  on  the  questionnaire,  and  thus  the  figures  in  the 
tables  represent  only  those  programs  which  mentioned  these  areas, 
and  do  not  include  programs  which  might  also  serve  these 
neighborhoods  but  listed  them  under  the  larger  neighborhoods  such 
as  South  Dorchester  or  South  End. 


TABLE  1 

NUMBER 

OF  PROGRAMS  OF 

EACH  TYPE  IN 

EACH 

NEIGHBORHOOD 

Recrea- 

Comp, 

Employ- 

Combi- 

tion 

Campin 

iK  Cultural 

Ed. 

ment 

nation 

Other 

TOTALS 

Allston-Brighton 

10 

9 

4 

1 

2 

4 

0 

30 

Back  Bay 

10 

8 

4 

1 

0 

5 

0 

28 

Charlestovm 

9 

8 

3 

0 

0 

3 

0 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

26 

20 

7 

3 

7 

8 

2 

73 

S.  Dorchester 

15 

13 

6 

0 

3 

7 

0 

44 

East  Boston 

13 

6 

5 

1 

1 

4 

0 

30 

Hyde  Park 

9 

9 

3 

0 

0 

3 

0 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

20 

16 

8 

2 

5 

6 

0 

57 

North  End 

12 

11 

3 

0 

1 

4 

0 

31 

Roslindale 

9 

9 

4 

1 

0 

4 

0 

27 

Roxbury 

28 

16 

14 

6 

6 

12 

4 

86 

South  Boston 

18 

11 

5 

1 

3 

5 

0 

43 

South  End 

20 

13 

12 

4 

6 

11 

2 

68 

West  End 

11 

5 

3 

0 

1 

3 

0 

23 

West  Roxbury 

8 

10 

4 

1 

0 

3 

0 

26 

"Entire  City" 

12 

7 

5 

1 

0 

4 

2 

31 

Columbia  Point 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

0 

9 

Mattapan 

1 

3 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

6 

Parker  Hill-Fenwaj 

0 

2 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

6 

South  Cove 

2 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

3 

TABLE  2 

DURATION 

OF 

PROGRAMS 

IN  EACH  NEIGHBORHOOD 

12 

Once  4 

or 

Less  5-6 

7-8 

9-10 

11-12  or 

More 

All  Year 

NA 

TOTALS 

Alls ton-Brighton 

0 

2 

17 

4 

3 

1 

1 

30 

Back  Bay 

0 

2 

13 

3 

2 

5 

1 

28 

Charlestown 

0 

1 

14 

5 

1 

0 

0 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

1 

3 

30 

18 

6 

9 

2 

73 

S.  Dorchester 

0 

3 

22 

9 

4 

2 

2 

44 

East  Boston 

0 

21 

4 

2 

0 

0 

30 

Hyde  Park 

0 

15 

2 

2 

1 

1 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

1 

34 

4 

4 

7 

3 

57 

North  End 

0 

16 

7 

4 

0 

1 

31 

Roslindale 

0 

14 

2 

1 

6 

1 

27 

Roxbury 

2 

43 

9 

6 

14 

3 

86 

South  Boston 

0 

26 

7 

3 

0 

2 

43 

South  End 

0 

26 

8 

3 

17 

2 

68 

West  End 

0 

9 

7 

3 

0 

1 

23 

West  Roxbury 

0 

13 

2 

1 

6 

1 

26 

"Entire  City" 

2 

2 

3 

14 

3 

3 

3 

1 

0 

31 

Columbia  Point 

0 

0 

0 

8 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

9 

Mattapan 

0 

0 

1 

3 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

6 

Parker  Hi 11 -Fenway  0 

1 

0 

0 

3 

0 

0 

2 

0 

6 

South  Cove 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

3 

TABLE  3 


NUMBER  TO  BE  SERVED  BY  PROGRAMS  IN  EACH  NEIGHBORHOOD 


25  or 

26- 

50- 

100- 

200- 

300- 

500- 

1000  and 

less 

49 

99 

199 

299 

499 

999 

up 

NA 

TOTALS 

Alls ton-Brighton 

0 

1 

3 

2 

4 

1 

1 

18 

0 

30 

Back  Bay 

1 

1 

3 

0 

4 

2 

1 

14 

2 

28 

Charles town 

0 

0 

2 

2 

3 

1 

2 

13 

0 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

4 

4 

9 

13 

7 

5 

8 

19 

4 

73 

S.  Dorchester 

2 

2 

4 

7 

4 

3 

4 

17 

1 

44 

East  Boston 

2 

0 

2 

4 

4 

1 

1 

16 

0 

30 

Hyde  Park 

0 

0 

3 

1 

3 

1 

0 

16 

0 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

5 

1 

10 

6 

3 

5 

5 

18 

4 

57 

North  End 

1 

0 

3 

3 

2 

2 

3 

16 

1 

31 

Roslindale 

1 

1 

2 

3 

3 

2 

0 

13 

2 

27 

Roxbury 

7 

5 

13 

11 

9 

5 

9 

20 

7 

86 

South  Boston 

2 

2 

4 

7 

3 

5 

1 

18 

1 

43 

South  End 

6 

7 

5 

9 

4 

4 

6 

20 

7 

68 

West  End 

0 

0 

1 

0 

2 

2 

2 

16 

0 

23 

West  Roxbury 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

2 

0 

13 

2 

26 

"Entire  City" 

0 

1 

2 

0 

3 

1 

1 

23 

0 

31 

Columbia  Point 

0 

1  ■ 

2 

0 

0 

0 

3 

2 

1 

9 

Mattapan 

0 

0 

2 

2 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

6 

Parker  Hi 11 -Fenway 

0 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

6 

South  Cove 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

3 

TABLE  4 

AGE  RANGE 

SERVED  BY 

PROGRAMS  IN 

EACH 

[  NEIGHBORHOOD 

Pre- 

5- 

8- 

13- 

17- 

5- 

8- 

school 

7 

12 

17 

up 

12 

17 

Other 

NA 

TOTALS 

Allston-Brighton    0 

0 

3 

4 

7 

7 

8 

0 

30 

Back  Bay 

0 

0 

2 

2 

6 

8 

9 

0 

28 

Charlestown 

0 

0 

3 

2 

6 

4 

7 

0 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

1 

0 

7 

9 

19 

17 

19 

0 

73 

S,  Dorchester 

0 

0 

4 

6 

8 

14 

11 

0 

44 

East  Boston 

0 

1 

6 

3 

5 

6 

8 

0 

30 

Hyde  Park 

0 

0 

2 

2 

6 

6 

7 

0 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

2 

0 

7 

9 

11 

13 

14 

0 

57 

North  End 

0 

0 

5 

3 

5 

6 

11 

0 

31 

Roslindale 

0 

0 

4 

2 

5 

6 

9 

0 

27 

Roxbury 

2 

0 

9 

9 

18 

21 

26 

0 

86 

South  Boston 

0 

0 

4 

6 

9 

13 

9 

1 

43 

South  End 

3 

1 

7 

9 

12 

17 

18 

0 

68 

West  End 

0 

0 

2 

2 

4 

4 

10 

0 

23 

West  Roxbury 

0 

0 

2 

1 

6 

7 

9 

0 

26 

"Entire  City" 

0 

0 

2 

5 

3 

10 

10 

0 

31 

Columbia  Point 

0 

0 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

1 

9 

Mattapan 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

2 

1 

2 

0 

6 

Parker  Hill -Fenway  1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

3 

0 

6 

South  Cove 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

3  . 

TABLE  5 


PROGRAMS  FOR  BOYS  AND  GIRLS  IN  EACH  NEIGHBORHOOD 


Boys 
5 

Girls 
5 

Mixed 

NA 
0 

TOTALS 

Al Iston-Br ighton 

20 

30 

Back  Bay 

5 

4 

19 

0 

28 

Char lest own 

9 

2 

12 

0 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

22 

6 

45 

0 

73 

S.  Dorchester 

15 

5 

24 

0 

44 

East  Boston 

5 

2 

23 

0 

30 

Hyde  Park 

7 

3 

14 

0 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

13 

7 

37 

0 

57 

North  End 

8 

2 

21 

0 

31 

Roslindale 

5 

5 

17 

0 

27 

Roxbury 

17 

8 

60 

1 

86 

South  Boston 

15 

2 

26 

0 

43 

South  End 

11 

3 

54 

0 

68 

West  End 

5 

0 

18 

0 

23 

West  Roxbury 

6 

3 

17 

0 

26 

"Entire  City" 

11 

1 

19 

0 

31 

Columbia  Point 

1 

0 

8 

0 

9 

Mattapan 

1 

1 

4 

0 

6 

Parker  Hi 11 -Fenway 

0 

0 

6 

0 

6 

South  Cove 

1 

0 

2 

0 

3 

TABLE  6 


PROPORTION  OF  BLACKS  SERVED  IN  EACH  NEIGHBORHOOD 


None  17.-97.  107.-247.  257.-497.  507.-747.  757.-1007.  NA  TOTALS 


Allston-Brighton 

1 

8 

9 

8 

2 

0 

2 

30 

Back  Bay 

0 

4 

7 

6 

2 

7 

2 

28 

Charlestown 

5 

3 

7 

5 

1 

0 

2 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

6 

11 

9 

14 

7 

23 

3 

73 

S.  Dorchester 

3 

10 

7 

8 

8 

5 

3- 

44 

East  Boston 

5 

6 

9 

6 

2 

0 

2 

30 

Hyde  Park 

0 

5 

7 

8 

1 

1 

2 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

4 

11 

12 

11 

5 

12 

2 

57 

North  End 

11 

5 

6 

6 

1 

0 

2 

31 

Rosllndale 

0 

5 

7 

6 

2 

5 

2 

27 

Roxbury 

3 

6 

9 

10 

14 

42 

2 

86 

South  Boston 

10 

16 

6 

7 

1 

0 

3 

43 

South  End 

5 

4 

7 

14 

13 

23 

2 

68 

West  End 

7 

2 

6 

6 

0 

0 

2 

23 

West  Roxbury 

0 

4 

7 

7 

1 

5 

2 

26 

"Entire  City" 

1 

3 

12 

7 

4 

0 

4 

31 

Columbia  Point 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

7 

9 

Mattapan 

0 

2 

0 

1 

1 

2 

0 

6 

Parker  Hi 11 -Fenway 

■  0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

4 

0 

6 

South  Cove 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

TABLE  7 


PROPORTION  OF  PUERTO  RICANS  SERVED  IN  EACH  NEIGHBORHOOD 


None 

l-97o 

10-24% 

25-497o 

50-74% 

75%  Up 

NA 

TOTALS 

Alls ton-Brighton 

10 

10 

7 

0 

0 

1 

2 

30 

Back  Bay 

7 

13 

6 

0 

0 

0 

2 

28 

Charlestown 

8 

7 

6 

0 

0 

0 

2 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

28 

18 

16 

1 

0 

4 

6 

73 

S.  Dorchester 

12 

15 

13 

0 

0 

0 

4 

44 

East  Boston 

15 

6 

7 

0 

0 

0 

2 

30 

Hyde  Park 

7 

9 

6 

0 

0 

0 

2 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

17 

15 

17 

0 

0 

4 

4 

57 

North  End 

10 

13 

6 

0 

0 

0 

2 

31 

Roslindale 

8 

10 

7 

0 

0 

0 

2 

27 

Roxbury 

29 

26 

21 

0 

0 

4 

6 

86 

South  Boston 

19 

13 

7 

0 

0 

1 

3 

43 

South  End 

22 

15 

22 

2 

1 

4 

2 

68 

West  End 

3 

12 

6 

0 

0 

0 

2 

23 

West  Roxbury 

8 

9 

7 

0 

0 

0 

2 

26 

"Entire  City" 

8 

10 

7 

0 

0 

2 

4 

31 

Columbia  Point 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

7 

9 

Mattapan 

3 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

Parker  Hill -Fenway 

3 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

South  Cove 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

TABLE  8 


PROPORTION  OF  WHITES  SERVED  IN  EACH  NEIGHBORHOOD 


None 

1 

l-97o 

10-24% 
2 

25-497o 
3 

50-747o 

757.  UP 
12 

NA 
2 

TOTALS 

Alls ton-Brighton 

0 

10 

30 

Back  Bay 

0 

3 

5 

4 

8 

6 

2 

28 

Charlestown 

0 

0 

1 

3 

7 

10 

2 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

7 

9 

13 

9 

14 

16 

5 

73 

S.  Dorchester 

2 

1 

5 

7 

11 

14 

4 

44 

East  Boston 

0 

0 

2 

3 

7 

16 

2 

30 

Hyde  Park 

0 

0 

2 

3 

10 

7 

2 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

6 

9 

4 

5 

14 

15 

4 

57 

North  End 

0 

0 

1 

3 

8 

17 

2 

31 

Roslindale 

0 

3 

4 

3 

9 

6 

2 

27 

Roxbury 

16 

18 

19 

10 

13 

6 

4 

86 

South  Boston 

1 

2 

3 

2 

9 

23 

3 

43 

South  End 

10 

11 

20 

11 

12 

2 

2 

68 

West  End 

0 

0 

1 

2 

8 

10 

2 

23 

West  Roxbury 

0 

2 

4 

2 

10 

6 

2 

26 

"Entire  City" 

2 

0 

1 

4 

12 

8 

4 

31 

Columbia  Point 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

7 

9 

Mattapan 

0 

2 

0 

1 

1 

2 

0 

6 

Parker  Hill -Fenway  1 

1 

3 

1 

0 

0 

0 

6 

South  Cove 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

TABLE  9 


PROPORTION  OF  OTHER  ETHNIC  GROUPS  SERVED  IN  EACH  NEIGHBORHOOD 


None   l-97o   10-24%   25-497,   50-747,   757.  Up   NA  TOTALS 


Alls ton-Brighton 

12 

11 

6 

0 

0 

0 

1 

30 

Back  Bay 

14 

10 

3 

0 

0 

0 

1 

28 

Charlestown 

13 

8 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

23 

N.  Dorchester 

51 

13 

6 

0 

0 

0 

3 

73 

S.  Dorchester 

28 

10 

3 

0 

0 

1 

2 

44 

East  Boston 

21 

8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

30 

Hyde  Park 

13 

8 

2 

0 

0 

0 

1 

24 

Jamaica  Plain 

36 

12 

6 

0 

0 

1 

2 

57 

North  End 

17 

13 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

31 

Roslindale 

13 

9 

3 

0 

0 

1 

1 

27 

Roxbury 

58 

18 

6 

0 

0 

1 

3 

86 

South  Boston 

30 

8 

0 

0 

0 

3 

2 

43 

South  End 

38 

18 

7 

0 

0 

4 

1 

68 

West  End 

10 

12 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

23 

West  Roxbury 

14 

8 

3 

0 

0 

0 

1 

26 

"Entire  City" 

12 

16 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

31 

Columbia  Point 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

7 

9 

Mattapan 

5 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

Parker  Hi 11 -Fenway 

4 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

South  Cove 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

3 

TABLE  10 


SUMMARY  OF  SELECTED  VARIABLES  FOR  EACH  NEIGHBORHOOD 


Total  Ratio  of  #Serving  #Serving  #Serving 
Number  of  Total  Programs  No  No  No  Other 
Programs   Per  Population  Blacks   P.Ricans  Groups 


Allston-Brighton 

30 

1/476 

1 

10 

12 

Back  Bay 

28 

1/107 

0 

7 

14 

Charlestown 

23 

1/289 

5 

8 

13 

N,  Dorchester 

73 

1/562 

6 

28 

5 

S.  Dorchester 

44 

1/597 

3 

12 

18 

East  Boston 

30 

1/397 

5 

10 

21 

Hyde  Park 

24 

1/602 

0 

7 

13 

Jamaica  Plain 

57 

1/200 

4 

17 

36 

North  End 

31 

1/99 

11 

10 

17 

Roslindale 

27 

1/510 

0 

8 

13 

Roxbury 

86 

1/285 

3 

29 

58 

South  Boston 

43 

1/341 

10 

19 

30 

South  End 

68 

1/74 

5 

22 

38 

West  End 

23 

1/37 

7 

3 

10 

West  Roxbury 

26 

1/428 

0 

8 

14 

"Entire  City" 

31 

NA 

1 

8 

12 

Columbia  Point 

9 

NA 

0 

1 

1 

Mattapan 

6 

NA 

0 

3 

5 

Parker  Hi 11 -Fenway 

6 

NA 

0 

3 

4 

South  Cove 

3 

NA 

1 

.  2 

0 
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Summary  of  Section  III-  Data  for  Each  Neighborhood 

There  was  a  tendency  for  more  year-round  programs  to  be 
reported  in  Roxbury  and  the  South  End  than  in  other  neighborhoods. 
These  two  neighborhoods  also  had  a  somewhat  higher  number  of 
small  programs  serving  less  than  50  people.  All  neighborhoods 
had  a  large  number  of  programs  serving  1,000  or  more  people.   It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  figures  of  number  served  are 
duplicated  counts;  that  is,  many  people  probably  participate  in 
more  than  one  program,  and  are  therefore  counted  more  than  once. 
This  means  that  many  figures  are  high. 

Another  important  point  concerns  the  way  neighborhood 
participation  was  identified  t     the  neighborhoods  from  which  people 
came  were  checked  for  each  program.  Thus,  the  figures  do  not 
represent  programs  which  are  actually  available  to  all  people  in  a 
neighborhood,  but  rather  the  residence  of  people  who  participated  in 
programs  which  may  or  may  not  have  taken  place  in  their  home 
neighborhood. 

There  were  few  differences  in  the  age  ranges  of  program 
participants  in  the  different  neighborhoods.  Only  a  few  programs  are 
reported  exclusively  for  children  less  than  8  years  old,  but  many 
programs  included  children  of  many  ages,  from  5  to  12,  or  8  to  17. 
Some  areas  had  more  programs  which  served  whole  families,  or  included 
older  youth.  These  programs  were  classified  under  the  "other"  category. 

Very  few  programs  in  any  neighborhood  specifically  serve 
girls.  Most  were  mixed,  but  of  those  which  had  sex  limitations,  most 


35 


were  for  boys.  Dorchester,  Roxbury,  and  South  Boston,  in  particular 
had  very  lopsided  ratios  of  boys'  and  girls'  programs. 

The  proportions  of  blacks  and  whites  served  by  programs  in 
various  neighborhoods  did  not  vary  as  much  as  might  be  expected. 
Even  neighborhoods  predominantly  composed  of  whites  had  programs 
which  served  some  or  many  blacks,  while  there  were  several  programs 
serving  people  from  Roxbury  which  served  only  whites.  A  greater 
difference  becomes  apparent  when  the  number  of  Puerto  Ricans  served 
is  estimated:  half  the  programs  did  not  serve  any  Puerto  Ricans, 
and  even  neighborhoods  in  which  a  large  number  of  Puerto  Ricans  live 
do  not  seem  to  have  many  Puerto  Rican  participants  in  programs,  with 
the  exception  of  the  South  End,  The  nimiber  of  programs  which  do  not 
serve  members  of  ethnic  groups  such  as  Chinese,  Greek,  or  Armenian  is 
striking:  fully  two-thirds  of  all  programs  do  not  serve  members  of 
"other"  ethnic  groups.   In  addition,  virtually  no  programs  serve  the 
handicapped.   In  using  the  data  on  ethnic  groups  it  should  be  kept 
in  mind  that  any  given  proportion  is  not  bad  or  good  by  itself,  but 
becomes  meaningful  only  in  the  context  of  information  about  the 
composition  of  the  neighborhood  in  question,  and  the  need  that  exists 
there . 

The  summary  table  includes  the  total  number  of  programs  of 
all  types  for  each  neighborhood,  the  ratio  of  these  programs  to  the 
population  under  age  20,  and  the  number  of  programs  in  each  area 
serving  no  members  of  various  groups.   This  kind  of  information  shows 
the  extent  to  which  programs  are  being  provided  to  the  youth  of 
various  neighborhoods,  as  well  as  some  of  the  characteristics  of 
these  youth. 
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Conclusions 

Rational  planning  for  summer  services  requires  that  a  survey  of 
this  sort  provide  basic  information  about  program  resources  in 
different  neighborhoods  in  order  to  identify  which  have  few  resources 
of  any  kind,  which  are  lacking  in  some  kinds  of  programs  but  not  in 
others,  and  what  are  some  of  the  characteristics  of  program  users. 

Mattapan  and  Mission  Hill  were  selected  by  the  Summer 
Activities  '70  Committee  for  intensive  help  this  summer.  These 
neighborhoods  were  among  the  poorest  in  program  resources,  since 
they  include  parts  of  North  and  South  Dorchester,  Roslindale  and 
Roxbury  (See  chart  on  page  15).  Although  other  neighborhoods  are  in 
equal  need  of  help,  it  was  felt  that  the  initial  effort  of  the 
Committee  for  this  summer  had  to  be  limited  in  scope. 

If  these  efforts  are  successful,  additional  areas,  including 
some  outside  of  Boston,  may  be  selected  in  the  future. 

Representatives  from  Mattapan  and  Mission  Hill  have  been 

asked  to  indicate  the  specific  help  their  communities  require.  The 

following  major  categories  emerge; 

1.  Employment  Opportunities  for  14  and  15  year  old  boys 
and  girls  is  the  major  concern.  Primarily,  there  is  a 
need  for  funds  to  pay  salaries  because  O.E.O.  funds  to 
provide  paid  work  experience  for  youth  have  been  cut 
back. 

Employment  emerged  quite  clearly  In  the  survey  as  a 
major  need  in  most  neighborhoods.  An  effort  will 
have  to  be  made  to  uncover  additional  job  opportunities 
to  keep  employment  at  least  up  to  last  year's  levels. 
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2.  Financial  Grants  are  needed  for  the  following  neighborhood 
activities ;, 

Hiring  of  local  persons  to  staff 
playgrounds,  clubs  and  special 
interest  groups. 

Bus  rental  for  trips « 

Camperships  to  send  children  to 
residential  camps o 

Equipment  and  athletic  league  trophies. 

Almost  all  agencies  indicated  the  need  for  additional  funds 
for  summer  activities  when  they  responded  to  the  questionnaire o 

3.  Improvement  of  Neighborhood  Facilities  and  the  renovation  of 
neighborhood  athletic  fields  5  expansion  of  basketball 
facilities;  and  lighting  for  evening  use  were  among  the 
major  requests  from  neighborhood  representatives. 

4.  Manpower  -  Although  neighborhoods  differs  there  are  a  number  of 
groups  and  individuals  in  each  neighborhood  willing  to  volunteer 
their  time  if  facilities,  equipment  and  guidance  are  available 
to  them.   Staff  from  outside  local  neighborhoods  are  needed  to 
lead  special  groups  such  as  theater  workshops  and  photography. 

A  major  consideration  should  be  the  help  provided  by  agency 
staff  and  others  to  work  with  neighborhood  volunteers  in  the 
capacity  of  program  consultants. 

5.  Fuller  Utilization  of  Existing  Facilities  -  Public  schools  and 
Park  Department  facilities  are  an  important  resource  in  the 
improvement  of  summer  programs.   Two  major  factors  must 
receive  consideration: 

Adequate  staffing  of  indoor  and  outdoor 
facilities  to  insure  good  programming 
and  the  safeguarding  of  the  facility. 

This  requires  maintenance  and  supervisory 
personnel  from  the  public  agencies  as  well  as 
local  supervisors. 

Priorities  for  use  of  school  and  park  department 
facilities  should  be  given  to  neighborhood  groups. 

A  number  of  the  suggestions  listed  above  are  already  being  acted  upon. 
Those  of  a  more  complicated  nature  require  additional  work. 

Hopefully  the  neighborhood  data  of  this  survey  will  be  useful  to  local 
agencies  in  developing  their  program  policies  to  relieve  certain  service  gaps 
in  the  communities  they  serve. 


Appendix  -  Income  for  Various  Neighborhoods 


i960  UKNSUS^ 

Total  Family 
Income 

Rank 

Percent  Less 
than  $3,000 

Rank 

Percent  Less 
than  $6,000 

Rank 

Back  Baj 

$5,265 

10 

22$ 

12 

^9% 

9 

South  Ehd 

3,8lii 

lU 

38$ 

Hi 

78$ 

lii 

Brixton 

6,270 

6 

11$ 

U 

U7$ 

? 

Charlestown 

5,187 

11 

21$ 

n 

60$ 

19 

Vfest  End 

6,282 

5 

16$ 

8 

U7$ 

^ 

N,  Dorchester 

5,709 

8 

16$ 

7 

55$ 

6 

S,  Dorchester 

6,256 

7 

11$ 

6 

U7$ 

7 

East  Boston 

5,323 

9 

17$ 

9 

60$ 

U 

Ifyde  Park 

6,U98 

3 

9$ 

3 

ii3$ 

} 

Jamaica  Plain 

6,285 

h 

11$ 

5 

U6$ 

k 

Rosllndal.e 

6,77U 

2 

8$ 

12 

i;0$ 

2 

Roxbury 

ii,631 

13 

27$ 

13 

66$ 

13 

South  Boston 

5,106 

12 

19$ 

10 

61$ 

1? 

West  Roxbury 

7,512 

1 

6$ 

1 

31$ 

1 

The  income  information  presented  in  this  table 
was  obtained  from  the  I960  Census.  It  is  inclu- 
ded only  for  the  perspective  it  provides  on  neigh- 
borhood need.  It  must  be  assumed  that  fairly 
substantial  changes  have  occurred  since  I960. 
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